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They said that the value of children's labour in factories was
matter of universal information, and that the nature of a
collier's employment was such that it can hardly be performed
at all unless the children are accustomed to it from a very early
age.1 They had the precedents of Prussia and France and
Switzerland before them, but they argued in effect for the
Englisliman's sacred right to do as he pleased with Ms own
children, so long as he did not murder them. Nine years later
the tentative principle of "permissive compulsion" was intro-
duced into Mr. Forster's measure, and from that point onwards
the state, without waiting for a strong pressure of public
opinion, continued to assert its rights over the preparation of
its future citizens. Not, however, without much stolid opposi-
tion. Most of the parents in the latter part of last century were
unschooled people, who did not understand their children's
true interests, and had really to be compelled. Unfortunately,
the state had no alternative but to say—"whether you agree
or not, you must send your child to school, on pain of fine or
even imprisonment." The natural consequence was a mass
of half-articulate parental feeling against the interference of
the state. It followed also that, as the teacher is for practical
purposes an agent of the state, trouble arose between parents
and teachers about such matters as regular attendance, home
lessons, detention and punishment. The threat "I'll tell my
father" was not infrequent in the elementary school of the past,
and occasionally the antagonism between parent and teacher
assumed the character of a physical contest. Such a scene was
symbolic of the strained relations between the parent and the
state. In schools above the elementary grade, the mischief was
not so acute, but it was not entirely absent.
1 The Durham and Bristol colliers wers, however, in favour of a
measure of compulsion.

